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PROGRESS OF WORK: REPORTS BY THE CHAIRMEN OF THE COMMITTEES

The CHATRMAN said that he had held the usual cbnsultations with the Chairmen
of the three main Committees inlorder fo ascertain the status of the work and to
determine whether the procedures and methods of work being employed satisfiéd the

needs of the occasion. '

In the First Committee s text of article 9 - the key article which covered the
questions who might exploit ghe Area and what the basic conditions of exploration and
exploitation should be - was being worked on and might pogsibly be available at the end
of the week. A unified text covering the entire scope of the First Committee's mandate
would probably be ready by the end of the sixth week. -

In the Second Committee groups with common interests and other groups continued
to function, but the very fact that they were limited in size made it imperative to
brepare, with the least possible delay, some text that would form the basis for that '
kind of negotiation, even if it was an informal one. Groups, both formal and informal,
were dealing with the most oritical issues before that Committes, The small groups
with common interests within the Committee were Proceeding with_theirlwork,-and a
procedure had been adopted which would minimize duplication of the work being'dpne
in other formal and informal groups, for example, with regard to the question\bf the
economic zone. ' ‘

The work of the Third Committee‘depended very heavily on the resolution‘of the
essentially jurisdictional issues being examined in the Second Committee, With regard
to scientific research, for example, the Second Committee had to decide whether the
coastal State had an exclusive right; the idea had been put forward that the coastal
State should exercise exclusive rights over applied research and that rure research
might be undertaken after notification to the coastal State, Similariy, in the area
beyond national Jurisdiction, the questions of pollution and scientific research
involved the International Authority and the powers to be granted to it, Hitherto, the -
Third Committee had been considering the questioﬁ of monitoring polliution without
examining matters of Jurisdiction. Scientific research, the régime of artificial
islands and installations, and the matter of responsibility and liability for damage
regulting fronm scieﬁtific research were questions which appeared to involve more than
one Committee, Those examples clearly demonstrated the'interdependenoe of all the
issues.

-
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Two vital matters had to be settled at the present stage of the wgrk,n‘ The first

related to the initiation of the process of negotiation involving all participants. He

' reminded.memberg thaty early on in the~session, he had said that'ﬁegbtiétidns*involving
all-the participants should be based on'a unified text, reflecting all“the current
positionsy. to be prepared by the Chairman of each Committee in consultation with his
fellow officers. A text of that kind, vhich might be informaly, seemed to be partiéuy
larly indispensable in theiggse of the Second Committeey - the First and Third Committees
vere already drafting unified texts. During the negotiations on the unified text; each
delegation would be free to propose amendments, but it would be advisable to avoid the
pitfall of protracted monologues and dialogues at cross purposes. Furthermore,
provision had been made for joint meetings of Committees - a procedure that might be
useful in the case of the issues for which the Third Committee was awaiting the outcome
of the Second Committee's negotiations., = In order to ensure proper co-ordination, the
negotiations would have to be conducted by the President in association with the Chairmen
of the three Committees. ' o .

The second question was that of the time-schedule for the remainder of the
Conference. He suggested that the unified texts should be ready by the end of the week
so that the sixth and seventh weeks might be devoted to negotiations in plenary meetings
of the Committees, which might be informal.  The unified texts need not initially cover
the full range of issues falling within a Committee's purview, but ‘each should include
sufficient material on' closely related issues for the Committee to consider it in
informal plenary meetings. The final week of the session should be devoted to plenary

meetings of the Conference and would provide the indispensable link in the co~ordination

of the work of the three main Committees. S .
At that stage it would be possible for the Conference to decide whether or not
another short session should be held during 1978. Whatever the degree of progress

achieved, another sessiqn of four weeks during the summer might prove extremely valuable.

If there was agfeement to that effect, the current session would not be closed but would

-be adjourned. Since there was a very heavy calendar of conferentes for the current

year, he had asked the Secretariat to be prepared to furnish all.the relevant information
if it should be necessary. In conclusion, he suggested that a plenary meeting of ‘the
Conference should be held:on Thursday, 17 April, at 9.30 a.m., when he would make a full

evaluation of the work and present a formal proposal regarding the matters to which he
had referred. -

“~
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Mr. ENGO (United Republic of Cameroon), speaking as the Chairman of the -

First Committee, said that the half-way point of the sessioﬁ’wésvan appiopriate moment
for taking stock of the situation, not least because the general public, the press and
- the delegations themselves were beginning to ask how the Conference was faring in its
task of constructing a new world order for oceah space. While it would be wrong to
speak about indolence or lack of progress, the Conference had been convened to negotiate
a convention, and yet it sometimes gave the impression that it was incapable of inter-
preting the prevailing ideas, norins and principles which such a convention should“
reflect, ‘ . v S X - '

‘As.to the work of the First Committee, it had not been deemed desirable to hold
formal meetings:because ‘of the nature of the informal diélogue within the régiohal and
other groups.. "Given the vélums of the work to be tackled, the programme and methods of
work would probably need constant review and adaptation. The mandate of the "
First Committee comprised, first, the elaboration of a régime for ‘the administration of
the Area which had been declared. the common heritage of mankind and, secondly, the .
development of machinery to give an operational form to that régime. The
Firgt Committee had decided to commence its wofk'Wifh the firgt of those‘subjects”andlt
had elaborated norms and ‘principles concerning the régime on the basis of the 21 articles |
prepared by the Sea~Bed Committee. . Despite the complexity of the issues involved, the
Committee had réached the stage at which its members were able to focus their collectiﬁe
attention at the same time on the same issues, in an order acceptable to all. L

Two main schools of thought were discernible on the vital issues, particularly
those relating to article 9, and it ﬁight soon be possible to prepare a unified document
embodying all the ideas on which negotiations were currently being held. It should be
possible to deal in informal plenary meetings with some Speclflc issues on which |
negotiations had already begun. The Committee would soon tackle the second part of its
mahdate - the intermational machinery - possibly while contlnulng its work on the reglme.

A unified text, comprising,“perhaps, one set of draft articles’oh the régime and -
another set on the machinery, was imperative; the two subjects were of equal importance.
Moreover, there appeared to be a general feeling that the future convention should be
adopted as a "package" and by consensus. Clearly, all the Committees would need to
produce unified ‘texts for the final negotlatlons, thus prov1d1ng an over-all picture of
 the outcome of* the dlscuss10ns. In concluslon, ‘'he appealed to all delegatlons not to do

o

anythwng that mlght hinder progress.
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Mr, GALINDO-POHL (El Salvador), speaking as the Chairman of the Second
Committee, said that the Presidént of the Conference had clearly stated the stage
reached in the work of the Second Committee  Indeed, thanks o the work of the

interest groups, progress was constantly being made. The groups met altermatlvely in
thé’mornings and afternoons, and were trying to avoid any duplication of work. Their
tasgk was to present a clear plcture of the results of their work for dzscu551on by
the plenary Second Committee. .
Mr. YANKOV (Bulgarfa), speaking as the Chairman of the Third Committee, said
that the President had correctly appraised the work of the Committee and he wished to
inform the General Committee that the method of work adopted in his Committee‘had
proved sétisfacfory and met the needs of the process of negotiation. The best results
so far as negotiations were concerned had been obtained by the efforts of the chairmen
of the informal meetings which had dealt with items 12, 13 and 14. Thus, the general
opinion of the Committee was that the machinery was satisfactory even if there was
some concern regarding the slowness of the negotiation process, which was due to
other causes. However, there had sometimes been difficulties when informal regional
group meetings had been convened while the Committee was supposed to be conductlng
negotiations in plenary; priority should be glven to the latter. Negotlatlons were
taking place in plenary meetings; at the same time, small working groups, comprising |
the delegations directly concerned, had been formed and were reporting to the Committeeg
The Committee had attempted to work on the basis of unified texts submitted by the
chairmen of the various informal groups. Up to the present, the Third Comm1ttee had
held three official meetings and 12 to 14 informal meetings, not counting the meetihgs
of small drafting groups. :
As to the work itself, the Third Committee had resumed its work on ifem 12 at the
stage that had been reached at Caracas and it had begun with "monitoring", on which
the relevant group had prepared and approved the common text contalned in
document CBP/MP/16 The question of the obligation to put an end to v1olatlons and
to the effects thereof would be considered in connexion with the questlon of
responsibility and the settlement of disputes, v A
Informal meetings had begun consideration of the question of "standards" For
that purpose, the group was following the method of work, approved at Caracas, which
was Based on the various sources of marine pollution. The first question - 1and~based

pollution — had already been discussed and a text had been approved by the informal
reating.

-
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Informal meetings had also been held on items 13 and 14 ~ scientific research and
transfer of technology - by the plenary Committee and by drafting and negotiating
groups. composed of the most interested delegations. There too the Committee had
reeumed the work at the stage which had been reached at Caracas and had dealt‘firstly'

with the status of s01ent1f1c equlpment in the marine environment. Various delegations

PPN

had submltted new texts whlch had been reproduced in working papers. Despite the.
efforts made, it had not beén posgsible to arrive at a single compromise text. The
Committee currently had two alternative texts before. Jdt.

The informal meetings then went on to discuss the item “responsibility and
1iability"; several new texts had been submitted and an attempt was being made to
draft a single compromise text. _ _ '

The Thlrd Committee had engaged in very serious negotiations. - He wondered,
however, whether it was time to change the method of work or to continue with the
establlshed procedure of working within the Committee as a whole on the basis of
compromlse unified drafts prepared by the chairmen of the groups. In any event,
the Pre31dent's suggestlons should be considered in a flexible way as an attempt to.
accelerate the proceedings of the Conference. The Third Committee would suggest that
for the t}me.being all the possibilities offered by the current method of work should
continue to be'explcred On the other hand, with respect to the questions on
Jurlsdlotlon (protectlon of the marine environment, control of scientific research, etc.),
1t would be dlfflcult for the Thlrd Committee to continue its work if, at some time or
other, those questlons were not coneldered n conjunction with the Second Committee, '
within the contexf of the Conference as a whole.

He reserved his delegation's right to speak again on the questlon raised by the
Pres1dent concernlng a p0551b1e resumption of the session.

The CHAIRMAN p01nted out that any process whereby negotlatlono took place

on the ba51s of a unlfled text with the full participation of members of a Committee
was in 11ne w1th the idea he had expressed at the beginning of the meeting.,

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) said that in the little +time that remained, the
Conference must obtaln a minimum of concrete results and endeavour to inform
1nternatlonal oplnlon and governments of the reasons for its slow progress. The need

to work on unlfled texts, referred to by the President of the Conferenoe, was obvious,

A/CONF.62/BUR/SR.11 J | -
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as had been confirmed by the Chairmen of the First and Third Committees, which weré
striving to prepére such texts. However, what was the situation of the Second Committee?
It appeared that there too a unified text would be the only means of fac111tat1ng
valid official negotlatlons. Such a baslc text would be informal; it could be
modified, but all delegations would be worklng on the basis of a unified text. In
preparlng a text for the Second Committee, its Chairman might teke into con31deratlon
the various versions drafted at Caracas, the results of the work of the 1nterest
groups - including the group deallng with historic bays — and the pre—negotlatlon
results obtalned at the informal meetings of the various groups. His delegatlon
fully supported the suggestions of the President of the Conference.

Mr., TREPCZYNSKI (Poland) also supported those suggestions to the extent
that they would accelerate the work of the'Conference; however, he congidered it
advisable first to exhaust all the possibilities offered by the procedure followed
by the Conference thus far. He noted with satisfaction that, according to the reports
of their Chairmen, the three Committees were making progress in their work, through the
informal meetings being held by thei} working and consultation groups. He therefore
felt that it would be dangerous and premature, at the present stagé,{to ask the
Chairmen of the Committees to begin to prepare a unified text when the working gfoﬁps
had not yet completed their work and it was still impossible to appraise the results.
It would be preferadble to ask the Ch@irmen of the Committees to begin preparing a
unified text as soon as they knew the results of all the informal meetings held
during the Conference. A unified text should take into account all the opinibns

expressed at the mec btings that would take place during the final three weeks of the

Conference, Each Chairman should prepare the text in question in collaboration with
the offlcers of the Committee concerned., If g Chalrman felt that it was not possible
for him to have a text ready by the end of the present sess1on, he might be allowed
some additional time — one month, for example.

Such a procedure would have several advantages: it would permif due consideration
to be given to the work being done among the various groups and at the informal
meetings; it would release the Chairmen from the pressure of time for it would be
dangerous to be hasty in the preparation of such an important convention; and,
finally, it would allow delegations sufficient time to study the prepared texts
between the present session and the following one, with a view to formlating their

observations and submitting generally acceptable proposals.

-r
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Mr. BAILEY (Australla) considered it essentlal to have a 51ngle negotlatlng
text. He noted with satlsfactlon the progress made 1n that regard by the First and
Third anmlttees. n the Second Committee, however, desplte protracted discussions in
its worklng groups .the prooess of negotlatlon as a whole had not yet started for lack
of a single text. " In his view, the preparatlon of such a-text would not create
1nsuperable problems for the Second Committee because 1t already had at its dlsposal a
certain number of documents dravn up by small worklng groups and by informal interest
groups, Thus his" delegatlon would support any effort by the Chalrman of the Second

Committee towards the preparatlon of a unlfled text as soon as p0551ble.

Mr. TREDINNICK (B011v1a) considered it urgent to adopt a. fair: and equltable
conventlon that recognlzed the rlghts and dutles of all countries, 1nclud1ng landlocked

countrles. He hoped that the unlfled text envisaged would safeguard the legitimate rights
of the landlocked countries, 1nclud1ng free access to the sea, freedom of transit and
full partlolpatlon in the economlc zones.ﬁ However, he did not find the existing texts
satlsfactory in that regard and he had already drawn the attention of the Conference

to the gaps in the Second Committee's main working Paper (A/CONF 62/b Q/WP 1). Any
unified text must be the product of democratlc discussion. It was therefore esgential

to convene another session of the Conference.

Mr. CHI-LUNG (China) observed that although the Conference had held formal'

and informal meetings, the essential guestions had simply been put aside and had not .

been serlously discussed at all by delegatlons. The Conference must devote its
remalnlng time to those questions. It was :apossible to resol e problems of detail as
long as the questlons of substance.had not been settled by negotiation, The second’
reading of the matters dealt with in working paper A/CONF.62/C.2/WP.1 had not yielded
the expected results. Questlons such as..those relating to the territorial sea,, straits
and the economic zoné were questions of principle which must be dealt with as matters
of prlorlty. He therefore hoped that the Conference would devote the remaining weeks
of the sess1on to thelr examination., A4l1. :States should be able to take part in “that
process w1th equal rights, The establishment of an excessive number of working groups " -
could create dlffloultles for many’delegatlons, particularly of developing oountrles,
which were short of personnel and which would thereby be excluded from discussions. on

A/CONF, 62 BUR/SR.11
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important is'sues. All delegations must therefore be given the opportunity of taking part
in the work of the Conference on an equal footing by being allowed to expound their views
and having those views takeh into account ir. the Conference's vquing papers. In that
connexion he associated himself with the comments of the representafivéé of Spain and
Peru, | | ‘

The time had not yet come to request the Chairmen of the Committees to draw up a
unified text covering the subject-matter assigned to their respective Committees,
because a number of substantive questions (territorial sea; étraits, economic zone etc.)
coming within the terms of réferance of the Second Committee had not yet been seriously .
discussed and no congensus had been reached on them since the parties concerned weré‘
maintaining their respective positions. _In those circumstances how could a small
number of delegations be given the fask of preparing a unified text without referring
to the plenary Conference? He did not believe that informal negotiationé cd&ld“féke the
place of discussions in plenary meeting, Delegations should be given:the opportunity
at once of initiating the consultations they so eagerly awaited and they shduld not be
asked to wait for several weeks more until a basic document was prepared, The
discussions would then be confined to that document, :

As for the future work of the Conference, it should wait until the end of the
present session before taking a decision about the-next'one. )

Mr, STEVENSON (United States of America) firmly supported the Chairman's

suggestion concerning the preparation of a genéfal negotiating text, It would be

difficult to adopt the Chilean representative's suggestion because it would take a long

" time to draw up a report on substantive matters. He agreed wich the representative of

Chiﬁa‘that it was still too early to decide about the Conference's future work and at
that stape it would be better to concentrate on producing a negotiating text. The
question of whether the last week of the Conference should be devotéd to plenary
meetings would depend on the progress made on that text. In any event, it was important
at the present session to adopt a unified text at the level of the Committees. |

‘ Mr, KOH (Singapore) supported the Chairmanfs suggestion that the three
committees should negotiate on the basis of a single text, Since the First and Third
Committees were aiready”pfooeeding in that way it would be preferable not to interfere
in their work. The Chairman's suggestion was therefore applicable primarily to the

Second Committee. Like the representatives of Chile and Australia he would strongly

A/CONF.62/BUR/SR.11 | :
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- support any effort by the Chairman of the Second Committee to establish a single
negotiating text because that would.speed up the Conference's work, However, to dispel
the apprehensions of certain delegations he wished to mske it clear that what he had in
mind ﬁas not a compromise or a negotiated text but a text to be used by the Committee
as a basis for negotiation. 1Its content would not in any way be binding on delegations,
which would be free to submit améhdmeﬁts. In drawing up the text the Chairman of the
Second‘Committee would have tb tzke account of the views expressed by the various
delegations. on -the items of the agenda. _ " ‘

e~ Mr,-ANDERSEN (Iceland) observed that -the slow progress being made by the-

Conference was causing grave disquiet to many delegations, The solution suggested

by the Chairman was the only way of helping the Conference to escape an impasse, Since
a consensus or a majority decision were both impossible, the preparation of a unified
text .was the only realistic solution, and he supported that course unreservedly.

.. Mr., SCHREIBER (Peru) said he was in no way oppoged to the preparation of a.

unified text but as he understood it, the task was to be entrusted to the Chairman of
each Committee in accordance with a mandate, However, by virtue .of the Conference's
rules of procedure, it was for the delegations, and not for the Chairmen of Committees;
to prepare such a text. . It could be understood if delegations were to collaborate
informally with the Chairman of the Committee concerned in the preparation of an
informal unified document designed to facilitate negotiations, but there could be no
question whatever of an official document prepared under a mandate‘giQég‘iy the
Conference to the Chairmen of the Committees. He hoped that the various views
expressed ;in the Conference would be taken into account in the unified text. .As to
the method to be followed in the preparation of such a text, that was for each Committee
to decide, - | | |

With regard to a subsequent session of the Conference, he recalled that, at
Caracas, the Conference had decided, after a long debate, to hold a single session at
Geneva in 1975. In his view, that decision excluded sny possibility of resuming the
Conference during the year. The decision could not be changed, for many countries,
particularly the developing countries, were facing economic difficulties and did not.

have sufficient diplomatic staff, The possibility might be considered of holding

A/CONT, 62 /BUR/SR.11
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informal meetings in New York during the coming session of the General Assembly, in

September 1975, in order to try to reach a consensus. However, the next official
session of the Conference must not be held efore 1976.

Mr, KNOKE (Féderal Republic of Germany) supported the proposal whereby the
Chairman of each Committee would draw up a unified text, provided it was simply a
negotiating text, as had been clearly stated by the representative of Singapore.

With regard to the disagpointment that might be felt by world opinion at the
slovness of the progreas made by the Conference, he observed that the Conference had a
very difficult task and that the International Law Commission had taken 10 years to
prepare the text submitted to the Conference on the Law of the Sea held at Geneva in 1958,
The law of the sea was a very important and complex subject and its codification required
considerable time. Consequently; as the representative of Poland had suggested, if the
Chairman of the Second Committee was unable to draw up a unified text by the end of the
currént“éession he should be accorded the necessary time to do so. It would
therefore be preferable to hold the following session of the Conference in 1976, as
suggested by the representative of Peru.

Mr. JEANNEL (France) supported the Chairman's suggestion that texts be .
drafted to serve as a basis for negotiations. However, the First and Third Committees,
which appeared to be making ﬁrogress in their work, should be left free to continue
their efforts., The Chairmen's suggestion therefore appli€d more to the Second Committee,
which was making slower progress due to the fact that it was dealing with a greater
number and variety of items,

He emphasized that the texts in question would not be compromise texts; fhey
should simply reflect the varioﬁs trends that had emerged in the Committees and help
to start negotiations,

The Chairman's suggestion for holdlng another session in 1975 was something quite
new: both at the Caracas session and at the General Assembly, the idea of holding two
sessions in 1975 had been discarded. It would be premature to try to decide that
question before the last week of the current session., It would also be premature, and
even asking too much, to request the Chairmen of the Committees to complete a text
within a month following the end of the current session. Moreover, it would be
pointless to impose upon them a *time limit of one month when the next session might
not be held before 1976. '

A/CONF.62/BUR/SR.11
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- Some representatives:had.étressed that the eyes of the international7community_
were on the Conference and that public opinion should not be. disappointed. by the holding
of additional sessions. " In his view, what was most. important was to inform world
opinion of the difficulties the Conference was:confronting. . As “the representatlve of
the Federal Republio of Germany. had observed, the 1958 Conferenoe on the Law of the Sea
had had before it a draft convention which the Internatlonal Law Commission had taken
ten years to prepere. The &bsénce4of such a basic text, however, should not-npw,
Justify too slow a pace. - S 4 o . ‘ : ,':_\_m

Mr, OGISO (Japaﬁ) consldered the Chairman's suggestion concerning.unifiéd
texts acoeptable, subject to certain reservations.  The Chairmen of the Committees should
be invited.to try to prepare those texts in the light of the progress made by each
Committee. - .There was a certain interdependence in the work between ﬁhe three:
Committees. Thus, the work of the Third Committee depended on the . progress made 5y
the Second Committee on question$ of Jurisdiction. It would be necessary to 1ndlcate
at what time each of the Chairmen should undertake the drafting of a unified text
Such texts should not be Of;lclal' they should make it possible for negotlat}ons‘td,J
proceed, without prejudicé to the position of each Committee. The Chairmen of the
. Committees should not;only seek the assistance of the cher4officers;'buﬁishould also
take into consideration the results of the informal consultations. That was why they
:should not- draft the texts until what they felt was the,p:Qpeg time., Finélly, he
thought that a discussion on a possible subsequent session would be a waste of time at
the current stage of the Conference's ‘work. | - . |

My, KOZYREV . (Union of Soviet Socialist. Republlcs) sald he thought the Chairmen
of the .Committees should only be asked to draw up a unified text if it could be ensured
that such a text would not prejudice the interests of any State and could‘serve'as a
valid basis for.discussion. The Chairmen of the Committees should oonsult both the
officers and-interested delegations, using the method employed by the Pre51dent of the
Conference at. the Caracas session in drawing up the rules of procedure. The texts
prepared by the Chairmen of the Committees during the short time remaining should then
be considered by all the delegations in each Committee. Delegations oould_then submit

amendments to them and finally adopt them by consensus. Clearly, the end Qf_ﬁhév_

A/CONF. 62/BUR/SR.11
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seséion was too near for a detailed consideration of that kind to be possible. 1In
order to avoid faking hasty decisions and having unified texts that were less the work
of the Committees than of their Chairmen, the texts should be distributed to delegations
at the end of the current sescion and they should have sufficient time to study them
before the next session.  Imporbtant questions, particularly those concerning straits
and the economic zone had not yet been sufficiently gtudied in the Second Committee.
Bach delegation should havé.ﬁhe opportunity of submitting'its views on all important
questions. In the méantime, {herefore, the Committees should be urged to study all
the issues they had been asked to settle and the question of a further session should
be dealt with later. “
- Mr, ADENIJL (ngerla) said that it was time to start the negotiating phase.
Any slow1ng down of the work of one Commlttee served to delay that much longer the '
moment at which agreement could be reached on the text of the future convention. 1In
view of the different tasks of the three Committees, it could not, however, be expeoted
that their work should progress at the same’ pace. ' o o -
As the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany had p01nted out the
Conference did not have a draft convention before it. That situatioh might be o
explainéd by the fact thgt, in view of the nature of the subject, it had been.essential
to begin by a general debate of a political character. The difficulties inherent in
the drafting of unified texts by the Chairmen of the Committees must not be under-
estimated. The task should, théfefore, be carried out with all due care and each
Chairman should be free to decide when it should be undertaken. The Chairmen of the
Committees should engage in consultations with the other officers and the various grdups
without worrying too much gbout the time factor. '
As to the question of the next session of the Conference,ithe President of the
Conference might ask the chairmen of the régional'groups to discuss it within their
groupé. ‘ |
Mr, AI--SABAI (Kbvalt) supported the drafting of unlfled texts, but said it

was essential to take into account the views of all delegations. Since the texts

would not be the result of negotiations, they should not constitute compromise

solutions either. "As for the question of a possible session later in 1975, he recalled
that, the previous yeér, the General Assembly had been of the opinion that one should
only be held if the Geneva session produced substantial results. It would therefore
have to be decided whether a'second session in 1975 was Jjustified.

-
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Mr KEDADI (Tunlsla) pointed out that all the States partlclpatlng in the
Conference seemed to . be as anxlous as the Chalrman that the work of ‘the Conference
should be successful.‘ Some States, however, were finding it difficult to make the
conce551on9 that a maJorlty of other States were asking of them. BSuch an attitude
was not in contradlotlon with the aim of the Conference, namely, to draw up a '
universal convention acceptable to the greatest. p0381ble number of States. ‘ 4

Obv1ously, the unlfled texts env1saged by the Chairman would ‘not be compromlses,w>
but working papers. However, it was not very probable that such texts could be .
prepared by the Chairmen of the three Committees with the help of the offlcers and
that the Conference could consider them by the end of the current session. The most
that could be hoped for was that by that time the Chairmen of the Commlttees ‘could
meet W1th the Preszdent of the Conference to finalize the unified texts. They could
then be olrculated to the partlclpatlng States which would have fime to study them
before the next segsion, which would doubtless taLe place in 1976. In any case, 1t )
would be premature at the moment to declde to contlnue the session sometlme durlng .
the summer of 1975. .

The CHATRMAN, rev1ew1nU the various mattere ralsed durlng the meetinb,
observed that the ewpre551on "gingle neg otlatlng text" used by the representatlve of
Singapore was preferable to the term “unlfled tekt", which he had himself used. The
texts should be prepared.in the light of all the discussions and they should not
comnit anyone. They would serve as a basis for negotlatlon but would be neither

compromise texts, nor texts on which voting would take place, for it would be ' _
impossible for the Chalrmen of the Committees to prepare texts reflectlng the views ;
of all delegations. A suggestion had been made that the various formal and 1n£ormal
working‘groups should try to draft such texts after the sessioh, but that hardly
seemed realiétic. How couid they if the Chairmen of the Committees themselves were
unable to do so? v o .

There was no justification for claiming that insufficient use had been made of
the provisiens of the ruies of procedure. As a matter of fact, rule 50 of the rules
of procedure referred only to the subsidiary organs of the Conference and not to
informal groups. Rules 37 to 49 were the ones which dealt with the work of the
Conference while rule 55 rendered those prov1810ns appllcable to the Commlttees.

It was 1mportant that the worklng groups should complete their work as soon as
possible and report to the Chairmen. The Committees mlght well decide not to place
a time limit on the informal groups, but the ne?otiating process seemed to have

already otarted in the First and Third Committees.
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Participants should beware of drawing analogies with the 1958 Conference on _
the Law of the Sea, for which the International Law Commission had prepared a draft
convention. Moreover, there was nothing to indicate that the single negotiating

texts prepared by the Chairmen of the Committees would not constitute an equally

E3
:

% Tt had never been considered necessaxry for the session to be entirely devoted

] to plenary meetings, and the Committees must have all the time they needed, but it

% might be advisable for the work of the Committees to be co-ordinated from time to

% time in plenary meetings. ' .

% As to the ﬁext session, he favoured the suggestion of the Nigerian

3 representative that the chairmen of.the regional groups should be asked to consuli

§ their groups. It had, it was true, been decided to hold only one session in 1975 \

: because it had appeared that one session would suffice, but it was now cleaxr thaf
it would not be possible to arrive at compromise solutions in a single session.

) o : The meqjjng rose at 12,20 p.m.

good basis, but negotiations had to start at the current session.

/
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